DOUGLAS AT THE SOUTH.

Vicews of Mr. Douglas on Slavery, Sinte
Rights, Tevvitorial Aecquisition, Cubun,

Central America and Asia.
e

HIS SPEECIL AT NEW-ORLEANS, DEC. 6.
From the New-Orleans Delta, Dec. 8.
The Hon. Pierké Souvnk introduced Judge
DovarLas tu the audience in the following speech :

FELLOW-CITIZENS : O no occasion could L have been
called upon (o perform a more grateful task thin that
which is assigned to me as presiding ofticer of this
meeting, 1 shalldischarge it brieflv, Nor, Kuowing as [
do, your anxiety to hear the distingnished guestyou
have so enthuslasticaly welcomed among you, L cau.
not wish to liege you iu painful suspense by auy re-
marks I wmight offer. Tendering yu, therefore, my,
humble thanks for the distingtion with which it has
been your pleasure to honor me, Lwill at once invite
him to these hustings.

Judge DorcLas ; This immense concourse of penple
which you see congregated here, have thus assembled
to hear you on those great doctrines of National and
State policy whigh you have so trivtuphantly vindica-
1ed in thut ‘ever-imemorable contest in which you had
-to encounter.in full array, the influence and power of
a reckless, disorganizing and fierce fanaticism, com-
bined with the dark marccuvres and the perfidy of
profligate politicians, But for your indomitable firm-
ness and the enlightened patriotism of the Democracy
of 1llinois, which siruck these with impotency, yon
and that Democracy had been surrendered over to'the
tender mercies of a foe, who, if victorious, would
have strewed this glorious country of ours with such
seeds of trouble aud discord as would have imperiled
the very existence of the Repnblie, and perhaps blast-
ed the last hope on which hung with our own liberty
the liberties of the world, ~ Come, then, you, the in-
trepid and invincible tribune, the independent and un-
compromising Senator; come, and speak forth with
that boldness which you have so successtully dis-
played in the councils of the nation and belore your
own people at home, and say » here were and where
still are the designs of your enemies and ours. He
{earless. You are in the midst of men who love truth
and whe value above all other things moral courage
and political honesty.

Senaior DouaLas then spoke as follows:

MR. PrESIDENT AND Citizens. oF INEW-ORLEANS: It
was with much hesitation and no small degree of re-
tuctance that 1 was induced to,give my consent to ad-
dress you on this occasion. I had just pasded through
a fierce conflict in my own State, which required me
{o perform more speaking than was either agrecable
to my wishes, or consistent with my own strength,
When 1 determined {o visit New-Orleans, it was only
on private business of an hmperalive charaster; and
it was my desire to arrive and depart as quictly as
possible, and without, in any way, conuecting myself

with politics, When I approached your city, as I sup-
posed, unheralded;and unknown, I was amazed at the

magnificent reception which was extended to mcon
the levee of your magnificent city, by so vast a con-
course of people, by the municipal authorities, by the
citizens in tbeir indiviiual capacity, by my own po-
litical fiiends, and by men of all politicul parties,
This was a compliment which filled my heart with
gratitude, and did not leave me at liberty to decline
the first request you might make of me in return, I
have, theretore, yielded to the solicitaiions ad:dressed
‘to me, to make a few remarks on the political topics
which now agitate the public mind throughout the
length and breadth of our glorious Republic,

And, moreover, I have one gratificaticn in  yielding
to therequest, Idesire to know whether the princi-
ples, which are admitted to be sound and orthodox in the |
Free States, can pass current in the Slave States. So
long as we live under a common Constitution, bindihg
on the people of all the States, any political creed
which cannot be proclaimed in Louisiauna as boldly as
in Illinois, must be uunsound and unsafe. With the
view of testing this question 1 shall not attempt to en-
{er upon any new views, or propound any original
ideas, but simpiy discuss these existing questions, in
{he same way us I have always donc belore an [ili-
“nois audience. The tendency of events during the

past fiftcen years hus been to force the organization of
olitical parties vn a geographical basis, tv array the
orth against the South, embitiering the South against
the North, under the misapprehension that there is
some irreconcilable antagonism beiween the interests
of the one and the other, which prevents hurmony be-
iween them. KFor the last twenty-five yearsl have
been in public life ; fifteen years of whicit have been
sient inthe Congress of the United States, and the
whole of my life has becn devoted to the diggovery
and elucidation of some common ground on witich
Northern and Southern men might stand on terms ot
equality and justice, If you will take pains to ex-
amire the history of this sectional strife, you will
find that the whole contest has arisen from an at-
tempt on the part of the Federal Government to as-
sumie, or usurp, if you will, the exercise o powers
not confeired by the Federal Constitution, Waen
this Government was formed, the confederacy con-
sisted of thirteen States—twelve of which were Slave-
holding States, while one was what is called a Free
State. Of course, had the doctrine then prevailed
which was proclaimed by my opponent, Mr, LIxcoLy,
in Llinois, aund by Mr, SEwarp in New-York, and by
the leaders of the Abolttion or Black Republizan Par-
1y throughout the North ; the doctrine that uniformity
in the domestic institutions of the several States is
necessary—that a house divided agaiust itself cannot
stand ; that this Government, divided between free
States and Slave States, cannot endure ; that it must
become .all free or all sluve; thatit must be all the
one thing or the other; what do you suppose, had
such a doctrine prevailed when the Constitution was
made, would have been the result?  Suppuse that Mr,
SEWARD himself had been a .nember of the Convention
which framed the Constitution, and when the mein-
bers came to affix their signatures to the instrurment,
this doctrine of uniformity had been proclaimed—this
doctrine that the domestic institutions of the several
States must pe the same—what woulid have been the
effect ¢ Would the one Free State have out-voted the
twelve Slave States? On the contrary, would not the
twelve Slave States have out-voted the vne IFree State,
and thus Slavery have been established in all the
States forever by an irrevocable provisiva of the Con-
stitution ? ‘

Why, then, was this not done? Simply begause
the sages who formed our Government had more at
heart the great principles of civil liberty than the de-
sire of sectiopal power or scctional advantage—be-
cause they wished to establish the principle that each
State should possess the sovereign power of legisla-
iion over its own domestie institutions—to form them
and moaify them to suit themselves, retaining Slavery
g0 long as they might desire to retain it, and abolish-
ing it whenever they chose. This Government was
formed on the principle ot State Rights and State
Sovereignty. Itis a confederacy of sovereign and
independent States, having a certain comwmon pur-
pose, each retaining the right to manage its own af-
fairs, urd maintaining its own liberties inside of its
own jutrisdiciion,

It is a fatal heresy to proclaim the doctrine that
there ought to be or canbe uniformity among the
different States of the Union, as to their local and
domesti¢ institutions. Uniformuty is newther possible
nor desirabie, Our fathers knew, when tirey made
this Government for so many different conununities,.
that there must necessarily be a corresponding va-
riety, requiring different laws and domestuc institu-
tions adapted to the wants and characteristics of each
separate locality. They knew that variety and dis.
similarity of local and domestic institutions tv be an
essential element in a  contederated forin of Govern-
ment.  On this point you find a vast difterence be-
tweenthe Abohitionand Black Republican Party, on
the one hund, and the Democratic Party, on the
other hund, Itistrue that there may be some indi-
vidual excepiions to this classification, but not many,
The eflort had previously been made, priucipally in
the North, to array the North against the South, and
the South against the North, and thus embittering
them against each other, until no Southern min
would vote for ¢ Northern candidate, and no Northern
man would trust @ Southern candidate. I can well
understand how unscrupulous politicians in the
North, who prefer their own aggrandizeinent to the
peace of the ir country, and prohibit the perpetuity of
this Union, may advooate thisdoctrine, as they be-
long tothe stronger section. But how long was it
before that doectrine prevailed? Did we of the
North desire sectional power so long as we were the
minority and you the majority? So longas the Free
States weie the minority section, the North adliered
to the doctrine that each State should manage its own

domestic afiaits without interference froin the other |

States or the Federal Government, But when, in the
progress of events the Free States increased {ill
they obtained the rnajority in the House of
Representutives, and then a tie in the Sen-
ate, ambitious men tfound that by organizing sec.
tional parties, and belonging to the strongest scction,
they could ride into power. Thus the Black Repub-
lican or Abolition Party is sectionalin ils organization,
in its principles, and in its whole line of policy. Every
argument they use is addressed to Northicrn ambition,
and is directed against the Southern people and South-
ern institutions, Of eourse the Abolition Party of the
North had a baneful influence on some Southern peo-
Pple, by inducing them to try to form a Southern parly
in opposition to the Northern Abolitien Party. Thus,
you see, the attempt made to introduce the test, not
whether a representative is fuithfui to his own Stale,
and to the Federal compact, hut whether hie is true to
the North or faithful to the Sonth. Let me re-
mind you that the Constitution recognizes no such
divisions, It recognizes no North and no South,
but one Repuhlic under one Constitution, and thirly-
two independent States, hound togeéther by one
Federal compact. lence I say to you that F owe no
+ allegiance either to the North or to the Soutii. My
allegiance is to my own State, and through that State
to the Federal Govermment, and to no other power on
earth, Let this principle be observed and acted upnn
in good falth, and there will always be peace between
the North and the South, and between all the States
©f this glorions confederacy, When I addressed this
argument to Northern inen—und especiaully to lavge
crowds of Abolitionisty, us [ have often done~1 was
answered that Slavery is co great and monstrous an
.evil, that their consciences will not permit them to be
quiet in regard to it, even after they huve performed
their whole duty in their own State. They bring for-
ward the Declaration of Independence, and rewd
from it with wonderful satisfaction. [ can give yuu
their dogmas, as presenied in every Abolition cate-
chism, They take the Declaration of Independence,
as [ have said, and read this passage: * We hold these
iruths to be sclf-evident, that all men are ci¢Med
equal, and endowed by their Creator with certain ina.
jienable rthts, among which are life, liberty and the
pursuit of happiness.” Then they stop and say,
4 Doesn't that Declaration tell us that all men are
¢reated equal? Isnotd negro aman, and is he n,
therefore, the equal of the white man ? Wus he not
made equal by his Creafor, and is his equalify not,
therefore, inalienable by Divine law ? Then how cay
‘3;}; ;?cllxce him to an infetior positicn by any humag

By wis specigus, buf sophistical argument, ihey
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have succeeded in imposing on some weak-minded
men, and some old women awd* children, until they
have educated a generation who really believe that

{the negro is their brother, Aud I must be permitted

to te!l you that many, even of youy Sonthern men,
have quailed under that argmnent, aud failed to meet
it, My answer is this: When the fiamers of the
Deelaration declared that all wen were equal, they
had no reference whatever to the negro. They were
spenking of white men—men of Buropean bivth wud
Luropean descent, They had no reference to the ne-
gro or any other inferior and dependent race. And
now for thie proof of this poiat, as I have submitted it
at home. You must bear in mind that when the
Declaration was made, the Golonies were all slave-
holding. Every man thatl sigued the Decluration rep-
resented a slaveholding constituency. Bearing these
facls in miud, tell me if you believe that those men
wete such hypoeriies as to admit the negroes beloug-
ing (o {hem to be their equads by divine right,"and yet
hold these negrees in Slavery the balance of their
lives, Apy man who asserts that the signers of the
Declaration had reference to  negroes in that ducu-
went, declares every signer to have been a hypocrite,
and worse than a hypocrite. I believe they spoke of
white men, mien of Buropean birth and descent, with-
oul any reference to negroesor any other inferior
race, .

I repeat that this Government was made by while
men, for the benefit of whirc men and their posterity
forever, to be administered by white men, anl none
others, Ifis true that then, as well as now, we hud
among us other races—inferior races—incupable of
self-government, and necessarily dependent on others
for protection. .. . :

Butitisa law of humanity, alaw of civilization, that
whepever awan, or i-race of men, shrgw thcmselves
inCupable of munaging their own affuirs, they must
consent to be governed by those wio are capable of
performing the duty, 1t1s on this principle that you
estublish those insfitutions of charily, for the support
of 1he blind, or the deaf and dumb, or the insane, that
those incapable of goveruing themselves mast be gov-
erned by others, Iwaccordance wilh this principle I
asser! that the negro race, under all eircinstances, at
atl times and in all couniries, has shown itself incapa-
ble of self-governmeni. And it has been asserted, an:d
I think with mueh force, that it has attained a higher
degree of development of moral cultitre aud of civili-
zaiion in the Southern Statesof this Union, in the cou-
dition of Siavery, than in any other part of the world,
From these consideraiions, I arrive at the conclusion
ti:at thie negro race being inferior, does not form uuy
component elementin the governing power of the
American system of government. Yel he Is & human
heing, and as such is entitied to to all the privileges
and Immnunitics which can be extended to him consis-
tently with the safety of the society in which he lives, [
presume that ali men, North and South, o whatever
politics,teligion or prejudices,will assent to the prinei-
ple that humanity compels us o exteud to the negro,
and n)] other dependent races,all the privileges, tnnmu-
nities and facitities, consistent with the good of tae
society in which they reside. Then, you will ask e,
as the Abolitionists liave asked ne, whitl are these
mivileges and immunites—what are their nature and
extent 2 I willreturn the saume answer 1 have 8> often
piven them. [tis a question for each Stateto decide for
itxelf, mdepenident of any other State, 1ilinois has de-
cided the question for herself.  We have adopted a
line of policy which has given satistaction to us, 10
you do not like it, though we may regret your dislike,
we must hie permilted tosay thatitis noune of your
business. If youdo not like our taws on the subject
of negro Slavery, or ary vther domestic coneern, stay
at bome and live under such laws as you choose to
make, We linve a law in our Siate that a negro shall
not be a citizen, nor either shall he be a sluve.  But
during our terriforial existence, when the settiers
were from Slaveholding States, bringing their slave-
property with them, the Territorial Legislature, ia
defiance of the celebrated ordipance of 1787, estab-
lished Slavery iu Iilinois, and maintained it for years,
They then abolished it,because,from the circumstanes
of our climate, and soil, and productions, it was found
not to be profitable or conducive to our welfare, If
we had lived further Sonih, in the districts which pro-
duce sugar, and cotton, and rice, we would have seen
just as much virtue in slave-labor as you do in Louis-
funa,  And, perhaps, if some of the wore excitabie of
vur Southern friends had happened to live among the
granite hills of New-Hampshire, they would enter-
tain wrg difterent views {rom thuse they now
hold, This quesiion of Slavery is not a question of
lepislalion ut all, but of clinmte soil and scit-interest.
You can establish Slavery nowhere by any law of
Congress, or a Territorial Legislature, or by any other
power contrary to the will of the people where it is
to exist ; and,in my opinion, you should never bu
permitted t force it down the throats of an unwilling

eople,

. Heuce, I say, that the people of Illinois, finding that
Slavery did not suit them, ubolished it. 1 will state,
too, that our kind fiiends over in Kenfucky, when
their servants become old and valueless, and & tax on
their masters, showed their humanity by emancipi-
ting them and sending them into Ilinots. This was
also the cuse in other Slave States, till Iihinois was in
danger of beconing u free pegru colony, whoen she
found it necessary to provide for her own protection
by enacting that no mere negroes shwuld come to 1ili-
nois to reside, whether free or slaves.  Since she hal
determined not to hiave Slavery, sire would not estab-
lish a free negro cuiceny for your benefit. Ina word,
she says to the Slave Siates, take care of your owu
negroes, make just such lawsas you choose and be
responsible to God and to your posterity.

Let us alone and we will let you alone. That is the
policy of lilinois in regard to Siavery and the negro
question. 1f you suy you do not like that it can not
be helped. Illinois, however, has just as muchiisht
to adopt her policy as you in Louisiana have to adopt
a different policy.” We are prepared to make this bar-

gain with you, or rather to maintain inviolate the bar- |

gain our fathers miude in the Federal Constitulion, to
nind your business and let us mind ours. Uuder that
srinciple this Union can exist forever—divided into
i‘ree and Slave States, each State having the right to

preserve and retain Slavery as long us it chiooses, and

abolish it whenever it pleases, Thatis what I wean
when 1 say that the Democratic Party is a party de-
voied to State Rignts and State Sovereignty, in vppo-

sition to that other policy which concentrates the lib-

erties and rights of the people in the Federal Govern-
ment.

The discussion of this question in the North has so
far modified public opinion as to induce a willingness
to acquiesce in its application to the Sates, while the
Black Republicans deny the propriety of applying it
to the Territories. .

On this point the Abolitionists assert the right of
Congress, under the Constitution, to form and estab-
lish, for the people of the Territories, their domestic
institutions, without their consent, The Democratic
Party deny that Congress can rightfully exercise any
such authority, '

We say, that for Congress to say o any people, you
shall or shall not have such or such institutions, 1s &
violation of the great principles of our FPederal Gov-
ernment. lnthe discussion of these questions, L some-
times go back tothe history of the Revolution, and
<how that it involved the same prineiples when the
British Government attempted to pass laws for the
American colonies, without giving them a representa-
tion in Parliament.

In opposition {o this claim our fathers rose up and
said ;: We will obey the laws of Purliament, which
are imperial luws, und not local laws—but we will not
submit to local Jaws affecling our domestic institu-
tions, and pasted withoul giving us a fair representa-
tion in Pariiament. The Democratic Party says that
Congress has no right to establish or to prohibit Sla-
very. We say that the Territories should be open to
the citizens of the United States to go there with their
property, and subjeet alike to the laws when they ar-
rive there,  But an objection is raised bfr some of our
Southern friends, and 1 have been asked here and at
home what I mcant by the doctrine of popular sover-

eignty in the Territories, and whether we abide by

the DREp Scort decigion. In a discussion with my
opponent, Mr, LiacoLy, at Freeport, Lilinois, the ques-
tion was put {0 me whether, in the event that the peo-
ple or Legislature of a Territory were hostile to Sla-
very, there was any lawful means by which Slavery
could be exeluded.” 1 said ves, and proceeded (o stite
the weans, 1 will state thein here to you, The De-
mouvracy of lilinois, in the first place, accepts the de-
cision of the Suprenie Court of (he United States in
the case of DRED Scort, as an authoritative interpreta.
tion of the Constitution. In accordance with that de-
cision, we hold that slaves are ]pmperty, and hence on
an cquality with all other kinds of property, and the
owner of a slave has the same 1ight to move into a
Territory and carrfr his slave property with him, as
the owner of any other property has to go there and
carry his property. All citizeus of the United States,
no matter whether they come from the North or the
South, from a free State or a glave State, can enter a
Territory with their property on equal footing,

But 1 apprehend when you arrive therewith your
property yow are subject to the local law of the Territory.
How cun your slave property be protected without
local law 2~ The Constitution gives- you a right to go
into a Territory and carry your slave property with
you ; but it docs not punish any man for stexling your
slave, when you get there.  I1 does not punish a inan
for stealing any other property, when you get there.
Congress never yet passed a law to punish erime or
protect property in any organized Territory.

Congress never yet Pusscnl a criminal code for any
organized Territory. It has simply organized the Ter.
ritory and established a Legistature, that Legislature
being vested with legislative power over all rightful
subjects of legislation, suﬁwct only to the Constitution
of the United- States. Hence, whatever jurisdiction
the Legisiature possesses over other property, it has
over slave property—no move, no less. Let me ask
you, as Southern men, can you hold slaves any “{here
unless proteeted by the local law ; would not the inac-
tion of the local Legislature, its refusal to provide a
siave code, or to punish oflences against thal species
of properly, exclude Slavery just as effectually as a
Constitutional prohibition?  Would it not have that
eifect in Louisiana and in every other State? No one
will deny it. Then, let me ask you, if the people of 4
Territory refuse to pass a slave code, how are going
{o makethem do it? When you give them power to
legislate on alt rightful subjects of legislation, it be-
comes a question for-them to decide, and not for e,

If the local Legislature immposes & tax on horses, or
avy other kind of property, you may thing ita hard-
ship, but how are you going {o help it 7 Just 8o it is
with vegard to trafiic in lignors, If you are dealingin
liquors, you have the same right {o take your liquor
into the Terr tory that anybody else has 1o take any
other speeies of property.  You may pass throughand
take vour liquors in transitu, and you will be protoct-
ed in your right of property under the Constitution of
the United Stgtes ; but if {ml open the packayes they
hecome subjeet to the loeal law ¢ and should the Maine
Iaw happen to prevail in the Territory, you had better
travel with your liquors. lence, if the local Legisla-
ture hus the same right over slave TiGperty as over
cvery 01110}' SNeCits o1 property, what right have you
to complain of that cquality 27 And letjue say to you
that if you opposce this just doetrine, if you attempl to
Gxempt.slavcs from the saume rules that apply to every
other kKind of ]_)1'0‘]1011}', you will ubandoun your strong-
est grounds of defence against the assaults of the Black
Republicans and Abolitionists,  If the people of a ter-
ritory are in favor of Slavery they will makie laws to
proteet it ; if opposed {o Slavery they will not ovide
thote laws, and you cannoi compel them todo it It
comes simply o this—they don't wantil ; they wont
have if, and you ean't force it upon them, Bul I will
{ell you when they will have it, and when Slavery
will find prolection in a territory, It is when the

crritory Lics Ia Hioge intitudvs and climalog which
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‘adapt it to the profitable production of rice and
sugar and cotton, aud wheie Slave labor will be remu-
nerative,  In those territories the people will want
Slavery, and will have itin spite of ALolitiouism and all
its power, Pernil me {o say that there is no line run.
ning along 36° 30°, or any other parallel of latitude,
and separating Free territory from Slave territory, ir-
respective of climate, soil and productions ; but there
is & Jine, or belt of country, meandering through the
alleys and over the mountain topg, which is a natu-
ral barrier between Ivee territory and Slave terri-
tory, on the south of which are to be found the pro-
duections suitable to Slave labor, while to the north
exigis a country adapted to Free labor alone, Thus,
Sluvery will exist wherever soil, climate and produc-
{ionps demand it, and it will exist nowhere elve. Now
if climute and soil, and self-interest will regulate this
question, why sbould we quarrel about it? When
yon arrive ut a certain distance to the north of the
line there cannot be any doubt of the result; and so,
when you go & certain distance south the result will
be cquaily certain the other way, Dut in the great
central regions, where there may be some doubt as-to
the effect of natural causes, who ought to decide the
question except the people residing there, who have
atl their inferests there, who have gone there to ive
with their wives and children? Auy party which at-
tempts, by a system of coercion, to force any institu-
tions info regions not adapted to them, violates the
great principles on which our Government is founded.
Thus you have my views on the subject of Slavery in
the territories, Practically, it amounts simply to this
If the people want Slavery they will have it if they
dow’t want it they won't have it, and you can’t force
it vpon them. If these principles be recoganized and
adhered to we can live in peuace and harmony to-
geilicr ; but just as surely as you avteipt to force the
reople to have Slavery, against their will, in regltons
to which it is not adapted, fanaticism will taxe
control of the Federal Government and attempt
{o fcree it oufl of other countries adapfed to if.
It wus on these principles that, last Winter,
1 resisted the admission of Kansas under the
Lecompion Constitution, - I have said, what I repeat
Lere, thut my opposition was not bused upon any pro-
vision in that Constitution relating to the subject of
Sluvery. Lthen said that if Kansas wanted to bea
slaveholding State, she had a right to be so, and if she
"wanted 1o be a free State, she had the same right, 1
the Lecompton Constituiion was an embodimentof the
people's witly it ought to have been accepted. 1If it
was not an embodiment of their will, it ought not to
bave been forced upon them, And now let e reason
with you, as Southern men, on this question. If we
are going to live in peace together, we must act in
hanmony in the application of all just and fair princi-
ples. Suppose that, last Winter, we had had an Abo-
fitiens President, an  Abolition  majority in  both
Houses of Congress, and thayjKans is find had an Abo-
Jition Governor and authoritics. Suppose thal by some
means—just suchineans as those by which the Le-
compton Convention was called—a Convention had
assembled composed of Abolitionists, Suppose the
understanding to have been that the Constitution was
to be submittted to the people ; that the Convention
had asscnbled, and it was discovered that the Pro-
Slavery men were in o majority of five to one in the
Territory, Suppose, under these circumstances, the
Conventien had refised to submit the Coustitntion {o
the people, und had attempted to force an Abolition
Convention duwn the throats of a Pro-Slavery peopie
against their will, Would you, the people of the
South, have submitted to such tyranny ? Would you
have suflered an Abolition Constitutior to be forced
down the throuts of the people of any territory in op-
position to their wishes, more especially had such a
Constitution cortained @ provision that it should not
be changed for seven years, and not then except by a
twe-thirds vote 3 so that the minority having once
fagsiened it on the people, that sume minority could
perpetuate it forever in opposition to the wishies of the
ImMyjotity,

Now, if I do not mistake the Southern character
and Southern pa‘riotisin, you would never have sub-
miticd patentiy and cadmly to such an attempt to
violaie the great principles of self-goverment. [ am
not goibg to enter upon a discussion as to whether
this Constitution was the act of the people of I{ausus,
1 it was not their act, then I was right in opposing
it ; i{ it was their act, then you can draw your own
infererices, I will only say now, that it was sent
back to the peeple of Iansas undey the provisions of
the Bnglish bill, which submitted the questionin an
indirect manner, and rejected by a vote of eight to
on.e, Under these eircumstapces who can say that it
cever was the act of the pecople of Kunsas, But Lam
not going to reopen that question, Itis now settled.
Let the usperities growing out of the-controversy die
with the controversy, Al [ ask 1s, that w future we
recogiize the right of the people of a Territory to form a
Iree State, or a Slave State, as they may choose, and
come ™o the Union on an equaluy with “the other
Stales. .

A few words more and I have done. I find that I
am getting so hoarse from previous efforts and recent
cxposure, that I cannot speak much longer, I will
only say Lo you, in conclusion, that if we recognize
and observe this principie of State rights and self-gov-
ernmcnt for the people of the Territories, there will
Le peuce forever between the North and South, and

- America will fulfill the glorious destiny which the

Almighty has matked out for her, She will remain
an example for all nations, expanding as her pcople
increase and her interests demand more tercitory. I
am nat in favor of the scquisition of territory by
fraud, violence, or improper means of any kind ; on
the contraiy, I would never permit the Federal Gov-
ernment to be an instrument in  the hands of foreign
powers to carry out their purposesupon the Ameri-
can Continent, Let us adopt a policy consistent
with cur destiny, and then bide our'time., Letusap-
p'y these principles and_we shall continue ever one
naticn, but separate and sovereign States under the
Constitution, as ouy fathers and its founders aesired
and designed. |

Mr. DovaLAs was apparently about to bring his re-
matls to 4 close at this point, when, in response to
calls of * Cuba,” “ Cube,” from the audience, he pro-
ceeded thus : ,

It is our dufy to have Cuba, and you caunot pre-
ventitif youny. Ltisfolly to debale the acquisition
of Cuba, It naturally belongs to the American conti-
vent, 1t guards the mouth of the Mississippl River,
which is the heart of the American continent and the
body of the American nation,

. Its acquisition is a matter of time only. Our Gov-
crnment should adopt the policy of receiving Cuba as
£oon. as a fair, just and peaceful opportunity shall be
presented. Whether that moment be next year or the
year after, whenever the occasion arises and the op-
portunity presents itself, it should be embraced.

The same is true of Central America. It will not
do to say we have territory enough. When the Con-
stitution was formed, there was enough, vet,in a few

cars aftervards. we needed more, We acquired

ouisiana and Florida, Texas and California, just as
the incyease of our population and our interests de-
manded, When, in 1850, the Clayton-Bulwer treaty

was sent to the Senate for ratification, I fought it to

the death, They then asked what I wanied of Cen-
tral America, I'tcld them I did not want it then, but
the time would come. when we must have it. They
then asked what my objection o the treaty was. 1
{oid thein 1 objected tohat clause of it which said
that neither Great Britain nor the United States
should ever, buy, annex, ¢olonize, or acquirc any por-
tion of Central America, I said I would never con-
sent 10 a treaty with any foreign Power, plngmg our-
celves not to do in the future whatever interest or
necessity might compel us to do. I wastben told by
veleran Senators, as niy distinguished friend well
hnows, that Central America was so far off that we
chould never want it. I told them then, * Yes; a
good vy off—haif way to Califorhia, and on the direct
read to it I then said it was our right and duty to
open all the highways fbetween the Atlantic and the
Gull States and our possesstons on the Pacific, I said
1 would enter into notreaty with Great Britain or any
other Government concerning the affairs of the Amer-
ican Continent.  Aud here, without a breach of coafi-
dence, I may be permitted to state a2 conversition
w hich toek place at that time between myself and the
British Minister, Sir Hanry LyTroN BULWER, on that
puint.  He took oceasion to reason with me that my
position with regard to the Treaty was unjust and un-
tenable ; that the Treaty was fair because it was re-
cippocal, and it was reciproeal because it pledged that
neither Great Britainnor the United States would ever
purchase, colonize, or acquire any teritory in Central
America. 1 told him that it would be fair if they
would add one word to the Treaty—so that it should
read that neither Great Britain nor the United Statcs
should ever occupy or hold dominion over Central
America or Asia, But he said : # Youhave no inter-
este in Asia ¢ No,”? said I, “ and you have none in
Central America,” *f But,” said he, ** you can never
establish any rights in Asia.” * No,”said 1, *“and we
dow’t mean that you shall ever establish any in Amer-
jiea,” 11old him it would be no more respectful for
us to ask that pledge in reference to Asia, than for
Great Britain to ask it from us in reference to Central
America,

If experience shall continue to prove, what the past
may be considered to have demonstrated, that those
littie Central American powers cannot maintain self-
government, the inferests of Christendom require
that some power should preserve order for them.
Hence, I maintain that we should adopt and observe
a line of policy in unison with our own interests and
our destiny. I donot wish to force things, We live
in a rapid age. Events crowd upon each other with
marvelousspeed. Idonot want territory any faster
than we can occupy, Americanize and civilize it. I am
no fillibuster. 1 am opposed to uniawful expeditions;
but on the other hand, [ am opposed 16 this country
acling :115 a miterable constabulary for France and
England.

1gam in favor of expansion as fast as consistent with
our inferest and the increase and development of our
population and resources, But I am noiin favor of
that policy unless the great principle of non-inter-
vention and the right of the people to decide the ques-
tion of Slavery, and all other domestic questions, for
themselves shall be maintained, If thatprinciple pre-
vail, we have a future before us more glorious than
that of any other people .that ever existed, Our Re-

ublic will endure for thousands of years. Progress
will bethe law of its destiny ; it will gainnewstrength
with every State brought into the Confederacy. Then
there will be peace and harmony between the Free
States and the Slave States. The more degrees of
latitude and longitude embraced bencath our Consti-
tution, the better. The greater the variety of produc-
tions, the better ¢ for then we shall have the principics
of frce trade between the important staples of the
world, making us the greatest planting as well as thie
greatest manufacturing, the greatest coinmercial as
well as the greatest agricultural power on the globe.

"These are my views in regard to our foreign rela-
{jons. They arc questions I had not intended to dis-
cuss; and I should not have done so If some gentle-
ypan in the crowd had not called my attention to them,
My votes in Congress have always been in harmony
with that line of policy. It matters not how far you
acquire more territory, or how much or how little you
wish fo acquire, Expansion is the law of our exist-
ence: when we cease to grow, we commence (o de-
cline. Hence our course is onward, on the principle
estublished by our fathers, under divine inspiration, as
I believe, in the formation of the Government,

And now permit me to reinrn my grateful ac-
knowledzements for the kindness with which you
have listened to me. 1t has been my desire to speak
to vou as | hiave before spoken to mixed audiences in
my own State, This I bave done, with the exception
{hat I have treated the Abolitionists with more mild-
ness than T have been in the habit of doin when 1

¢¢t then fucg to facey Singe L pever cou d apprq:
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ciate their conduct in staning on the shores of Lake
Michigan and shaking their fists ut the people on the
Gulf of Mexico, I could not bring myself to stand
here in New-Orleans, upon the shores of the Galf of
Mexico, and shake my tist at the people on Lake
Michigan, |
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